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A REPORT on inner trends and forecasts of significant developments, dedicated to the preservation of the American way and a free democratic economy by the revival and extension of Christian 
sharing and the prevention of war by the revelation and correction of the causes of war. WE BELIEVE that if our society moves vigorously forward under the impulses of its Judaic-Christian 
traditions and concepts of truth, we will avoid the curse of violent change as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer for both communism and 
democratic socialism is a revitalized Christian capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pensions or 
security out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. WE STAND for our country, right or wrong, rejoicing when it is right, but when authoritative evidence indicates our 


country is being influenced into the wrong, we would seek through democratic means to set our country right. WE HOLD this to be the highest service to patriotism and to 





Reds & Religion 


GERMANY: The Reds in East 
Germany are frustrated by the 
strength of Christianity on their side 
of the Iron Curtain. This strength 
made it impossible for the Soviet 
to forbid the summer Congress of 
the Evangelical Church, held re- 
cently in Leipzig to consider the 
theme, “Let us talk together, East 
and West, and try to understand 
each other.” The climax was the 
largest church service in German 
history — an estimated half mil- 
lion persons gathered in a meadow 
to worship and reaffirm the Chris- 
tian testimony — while Commu- 
nist officials watched sullenly. Dele- 
gates came from the U. S., Britain, 
Indonesia, India and 20 other coun- 
tries. About 100 correspondents 
were permitted from Germany and 
abroad but none from the U. S. 

RUSSIA: A new anti-religious 
drive has been inaugurated in the 
Soviet Union in the wake of in- 
creasing interest in religion among 
the people. The campaign against 
the churches was launched with a 
leading editorial in Pravda, and 
three new books in support of the 
drive appeared almost simultaneous- 
ly—evidence of advance planning. 

The anti-religious propaganda is 
aimed particularly at the young 
people who have been increasingly 
drawn to religion in past months. 
The churches are ironically charg- 
ed with disseminating religious 
ideology to new believers, holding 
solemn and beautiful services, in- 
creasing their charitable activities, 
training fine choirs, attracting even 
Communist party members to 
church services and baptism. 

The propaganda warns against 
using harsh or insulting measures 
against the churches or an “admin- 
istrative” approach — advising in- 
stead “patient explanation.” This 
technique is in contrast to the vio- 
lent anti-religious measures pro- 
mulgated right after the Revolution 
and again in 1930. 


HE PEOPLE WHO KNOW: A Navy officer writes, “My family 

has subscribed to Between The Lines for years. I have been on duty 
in the Philippine-Formosa area — with the staff on the Formosa patrol. 
Never before have I realized the value of your newsletter. It is a must for 
me and proves to be very thought-provoking for my fellow officers. Keep 
it up!” From Germany, a German graduate student writes, “We appreci- 
ate very much Between The Lines. We read it thoroughly. Its concise, 
condensed reports are very helpful, giving necessary truths about condi- 
tions (in Europe, etc.) not familiar to many.” 

Those who live within the areas where great issues are at stake 
value Between The Lines highly. Much thinking and reporting in Amer- 
ica is warped by political prejudices, strident economic viewpoints and 
military extremism. The task of Between The Lines is to get its informa- 
tion from authoritative “close in” sources, especially from those who are 
aware of the spiritual factors at the heart of all human affairs which are 
usually ignored by secular news channels. It is by emphasizing the spiritual 
factors that we can become free of the usual distortions and find the solu- 
tion for human failure and distress. 

AS THE SUMMER ENDS and we resume our twice-a-month pub- 
lishing schedule, we solicit our readers’ cooperation in making this a great 
year in bringing truth to American thought and life. We have no other 
subscription agents but our readers. 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


HE NEW TEMPO in Washington concerning international affairs is 

the result of the following factors: It is slowly dawning on official 
Washington that we can no longer dictate affairs in Asia; we can’t tell 
over a billion people how they must think and act. A number of impor- 
tant Asian nations, India, Burma, Ceylon, Indonesia, Philippines, are go- 
ing their own way under the Colombo agreements, determined to temper 
both Russian and American extremes. Their “neutralism” is becoming 
a peace-making influence despite attitudes here. The cockiness and de- 
manding postures taken by Senators Knowland, Jenner, McCarthy and 
others, concerning what Asians should be doing, only makes the U. S. 
look silly and provides Moscow opportunity to move in closer with Asian 
leaders. Eisenhower has been quick to see this and has thus taken the lead 
from our congressional leaders, and in this way the President’s stature 
has certainly grown. All public polls reveal that the public backs Eisen- 
hower’s more moderate views. 

THE MILITARY EXTREMISTS are also dampened. Four months 
ago there was a brace of admirals and generals, supported by the military 
extremists in Congress, ready to jump into the fray in Indochina, even if 
that meant war with Red China and Russia. But the Churchill Govern- 
ment sidestepped such an insane plunge; even the French would rather 
lose Indochina than be swallowed up in the holocaust of atomic war. It 
became clear we might soon find ourselves in the middle of a big war — 
in the morass of Asia — with no allies. With that prospect, the go-it- 
alone boys ducked for the cyclone cellars, dragging their admirals and 
generals with them. This left the leverage more completely in the hands 
of our more moderate President, who, thank God, is now about the least 
militaristic of our military men. 

Another thing that has become glaring is that no amount of mili- 


tary power can hold the line against the Reds where the foundations under 
(continued on NEXT page) 


“It’s Me, O Lord’’ 


The task of making a better 
world and saving our civilization 
from disaster finally rests upon our 
own doorstep. No one denies that 
the only alternative to war is a co- 
operative friendly world engaged in 
prosperous free trade; that the 
foundation for this peace and pros- 
perous trade cannot be created un- 
less trade barriers are lowered and 
free exchange of goods and services 
encouraged. 

TARIFFS: The bottleneck for 
the renewal of world trade is the 
American tariff wall, since our con- 
sumption of raw materials is so 
much greater and our production 
of goods so much larger than those 
of any other area. Most informed 
people accept the above facts, but 
that acceptance is based upon a 
view that lowered tariffs are fine on 
the other man’s products, but not 
for the business with which we per- 
sonally are connected. 

The cheese producers, watch- 
makers, wool growers, lumber and 
pulp producers, etc., all want in- 
creased world trade, and it is gen- 
erally conceded that the principle 
of lower tariffs is essential for that 
achievement. But each group jeal- 
ously guards the high tariff that 
surrounds its own bailiwick. 

Pressure groups in Washington 
have recently raised the tariffs on 
imported watches. This move has 
thrown gloom over the capitals of 
the world, for inevitable retaliation 
by foreign watchmakers will fol- 
low, and general restrictions on 
trade will burgeon just when all 
eyes are hopefully watching for 
America to lead toward freer trade 
for a peaceful world. 

Christian-minded economists be- 
lieve that if tariffs were lowered 
on everything, it would not be long 
until the increased world trade 
would create a greater demand for 
all things America produces, until 
any displacement of employment 


and production in products now un- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





“It’s Me. O Lord”’ 


(continued) 
der special protection would soon 
be made up—and to spare. But 
selfishness and fear bar the way. 

WETBACKS: The same avoid- 
ance of personal responsibility 
while asking others to make a bet- 
ter world is damaging U. S.-Mexi- 
can relations—in the matter of 
“wetbacks,” the migrant farm 
workers in the Southwest. Early this 
year the Mexican Government at- 
tempted to curb the barbaric ex- 
ploitation of the Mexicans who il- 
legally cross the border to work 
on American ranches. Almost any 
employment in the U. S. offers re- 
lief from the extremely low living 
standards in Mexico, thus Ameri- 
can farmers felt justified in paying 
wages that were enly a fraction of 
the standard domestic rate. If the 
farnier could get a Mexican for a 
dollar and a half a day in lieu of 
paying a U. S. worker $5 a day, 
the farmer felt justified in saying 
that the Mexican was still getting 
three times what he would get at 
home — so why wasn’t that fair? 
However, the Mexican had to buy 
food at U. S. prices, and to live in 
the crowded makeshift hutches 
which blight the Southwest, for 
many ranchers hired Mexicans in 
droves without having housing fa- 
cilities for them. Some ranchers 
dipped below even the lowest wage 
scale and engaged in what amount- 
ed to slave labor, by intimidation 
and the creation of conditions in- 
tolerable even for the Mexicans. 
Deplorable poverty. hunger, crime 
and lawlessness developed. 

Complaints from the Mexican 
Government forced U. S. immigra- 
tion authorities to try to clean up 
the situation, check illegal entry 
and restrict employment of Mexi- 
can labor to the legally set up con- 
tractors who arrange for such labor 
at terms agreeable to the Mexican 
Government. This established wage 
is still considerably below that paid 
the average itinerant American 
farm worker and thus very profit- 
able to the ranchers. These “bra- 
ceros” benefit not only from the 
American wages but also from their 
experience with superior agricultur- 
al methods. 

But the disturbing factor has 
been the rebellion of American 
ranchers and citizens against the 
Government’s efforts to prevent 
large-scale illegal entry and thus 
curb lawlessness and criminal ex- 
ploitation of Mexican’ workers. 
Some elements in the ranching 
areas Of Texas, Arizona and Cali- 
fornia have been waging a veritable 
cold war of nerves against the U.S. 
Government as it attempts to round 
up Mexican wethacks and regulate 
the situation. Some prosperous cot- 
ton, vegetable and fruit growers 
are bold enough to assert that the 

(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


the Free West’s position are rotted away. The people of the French-held 
“free” Vietnam are still rebelling against their playboy emperor, Bao 
Dai, whom the French forced on them and who sat out the war in French 
Riviera resorts. Five whole battalions of the Vietnam army have desert- 
ed to the Communists since the truce, in rebellion against the French- 
sponsored Bao Dai’s continued rule; political leaders in free Vietnam in- 
sist that if an election were held, Bao Dai wouldn’t get one per cent of the 
votes. As in China, communism has not won because it has had strength, 
but because the democratic forces often operate on foundations that are 
glaringly weak. Shouting against communism and ignoring this fact is be- 
coming increasingly futile and puerile. 

A NEW CRISIS CENTER is building up in Japan. Tokyo must 
soon renew old economic ties with China or find large new markets in the 
West. But Western nations all fight Japanese competition; U. S. tariff bar- 
riers bar most Japanese goods. We are telling Japan to stay on our side 
and starve. We had better quit thinking of “co-existence” as a bad word, 
for in an age of Hydrogen power and industrialization, it’s co-existence 
or no existence. 


HE FARMER AND THE FUTURE: What will be the effect of a 

new farm parity law, lowering the guaranteed payment farmers will 
receive for staple crops from 2!% to 10 per cent. Here’s what you can ex- 
pect in the months ahead — with lower price support: 

(1) The proposed cuts are accepted only as a token by wealthy 
farmer groups and corporations operating large farm holdings, for they 
want to drop all price support, considering the system socialistic and con- 
trary to their idea of a free-enterprise economy. 

(2) Without price support, small farmers will soon be driven from 
the “marginal” farm lands, increasing the farm labor supply and lowering 
farm wages, which would greatly benefit the large operators. Publicity, 
put out by representatives of wealthy landowners, has boldly stated this 
view, that small farms are “uneconomic” in a modern machine age and 
such marginal land would go back to nature — if price supports are drop- 
ped. But they never mention that this would also set millions of farm 
families adrift. 

(3) The conservative view also holds that lower parity will force 
the average farmer to produce crops he believes are most marketable, or 
most needed, rather than just continuing to pile up surpluses of wheat, 
cotton, corn because he is sure of a guaranteed price. 

THERE IS MUCH TRUTH in these conservative viewpoints 
which cannot be lightly brushed aside. But farmers — like everyone — 
follow the easiest, surest thing. Many have advocated lowering parity on 
what the other fellow raises in another state while demanding continued 
high support on their own crops. So price support, while it did achieve 
its purpose in stabilizing farm values, has created the distressing prob- 
lems of mounting surpluses, because the farmer proved to be no more al- 
truistic than the rest of our citizenry —as evidenced in the behavior of 
those who buy farm products. 


(4) Lower price supports will put the small farmer again at the 
mercy of dairy and milling corporations, canneries and food processors, 
who have traditionally bled the farmer. Without price support, a farmer, 
hard pressed by debts or drought, cannot afford to hold his crops for bet- 
ter prices, will have to sell for whatever he can get, whenever he can get 
it. Since no law to regulate such “free enterprise” could get through Con- 
gress, price supports were introduced to encourage the farmer to increase 
production while guaranteeing that such bounty would not be used against 
him. That is the heart of the price support system — deliberately evaded 
by most business analysts. 

(S) The most pressing point, however, is that the farmer is already 
under a severe price-squeeze —the overall price of what he sells has 
dropped to 20 per cent in the past three years while the price of all he 
buys remains at record high levels. Moreover, the dairy and bakery cor- 
porations, the food processors, the mills and canneries are, with few ex- 
ceptions, continuing to make the highest profits on record. And while the 
prices the farmers get have dropped 20 per cent, the consumer has bene- 
fited none at all. Government reports show that the widening margin is 
all going to the processor, wholesaler and big chain retailer — for the 
small retailer has received little reduction in his wholesale prices and is 
in the same squeeze. (U. S. News, July 23; N. Y. Times, Aug. 2.) 

The reduction of price supports really means that the farmer. with 
less protection, will be compelled to plant with a more careful eye to mar- 
ket demand, while the large food corporations will have more freedom 
than ever to exploit the farmer and consumer alike, for no one in Wash- 
ington is considering ways of protecting the consumer or controlling high 


profits made at the expense of the farmer, consumer or small retailer. 
(continued on NEXT page) 





“It’s Me, O Lord”’ 


(continued) 
prosperity of the Southwest was 
built on cheap wetback labor just 
as the Southern plantation economy 
of a century ago was built on 
slavery. 

Major Gen. Joseph Swing, head 
of the U. S. immigration and nat- 
uralization service, reports that 
newspapers and community lead- 
ers in Texas especially have wag- 
ed campaigns of vilification against 
immigration officers, calling them 
“occupation armies.” The border 
patrols have trouble getting gaso- 
line for their cars; hotels, motels 
and restaurants have refused to 
rent them rooms or serve them 
food. Whispering campaigns con- 
cerning “atrocities” committed by 
the Federal border patrols have 
been circulated. 

Most of these citizens would 
claim that they are interested in 
building peace and better interna- 
tional relations except where it 
affects their own pocketbooks. 


Into The Unknown 

The actual nature and extent of 
radiation injury, which would be- 
come inevitable in atomic war, has 
been kept from the public — the 
impression being given that medical 
authorities working with civil de- 
fense have the problem well in 
hand. No such reassuring condition 
exists. The desultory tests made on 
the victims of Hiroshima and Nag- 
asaki have not established the re- 
lationship of radiation poison in- 
jury to disease that develops long 
after the date of exposure. The in- 
juries suffered by the victims of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki have nev- 
er been accurately tabulated. As a 
prominent medical scientist recent- 
ly wrote, “Nor for that matter have 
we been able to count the injuries 
to those citizens throughout the 
world who have inhaled the ‘fall- 
out’ from the Pacific tests, or have 
eaten or will eat contaminated fish 
all over Asia. While the blast de- 
stroys the bomb itself, radio active 
material is liberated that might be 
active indefinitely over indefinite 
areas .. . We doctors do not know 
and must tell our prospective pa- 
tients that we do not know the an- 
swers to radiation injury. We can 
only prevent them by calling for a 
secession of experimentation with 
these weapons of destruction.” 

Scientists, especially the noted 
nuclear men of research, are deeply 
troubled because the Government 
has pushed the development of 
atomic weapons with such fantastic 
expenditures of time and energy, 
yet has done little to meet the threat 
of suffering and destruction that 
such warfare will entail. ‘““The whole 
hypothesis is childish and wrong; 
we are pursuing the matter as if we 
only will have the weapons and we 


only will administer them to our 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 
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Into The Unknown 


(continued) 
,; enemies. We speak of massive re- 
/ taliation, giving little concern to 


) what will happen in one night to 


millions of American people and 
what we will need the next day and 
for years to come in dealing with 
injuries,” warned a scientist. 


Soviet Science 


RESEARCH: Scientific research 
circles in this country report that 
current investigations here may 
confirm the much discredited theo- 
ries of the Russian scientist, Trofim 
Lysenko. For nearly ten years, Ly- 
senko’s theory of the inheritance of 
acquired characteristics has been 
ridiculed by Western scientists. Be- 
cause Lysenko operated under 
Stalin’s directives, his experiments 
had a flavor of Communist propa- 
ganda and implied that science was 
being used to bolster up the Marx- 
ist theory. But recent studies in 
America suggest that Lysenko 
might be right! These new experi- 
ments relate to the question of 
whether acquired resistance to an- 
tibiotics by bacteria can be trans- 
mitted to their progeny. (This sub- 
ject was explored at a recent sym- 
posium at Rutgers University.) 

Communist propagandists will 
use this development as a cultural 
weapon to claim that the Commu- 
nist experimenters have far great- 
er courage and vision than the sci- 
entists in what they call the deca- 
dent West. And the influence of 
this development will be extensive 
in university circles of the non- 
Communist world, especially in Eu- 
rope and Asia. It will not prove that 
communism is right, but that we 
can sometimes be wrong. Many 
American scientists have kept their 
silence on the Lysenko controver- 
sy, aware that, while Soviet science 
has been forced to labor under the 
shackles of Communist control, yet 
the Russians have long shown great 
originality in individual research. 

The irony now is that, just as 
Lysenko is gaining recognition in 
the West, he is in disfavor in Rus- 
sia, being restricted to research in 
scientific agriculture, the field in 
which he first won renown. 

SCIENCE VS. THE HUMANI- 
TIES: The almost hysterical pace at 
which Russia is pushing scientific 
education is being achieved at the 
expense of the humanities. A recent 
Pravda editorial states that the time 
allowed for study of chemistry and 
physics will be increased, while the 
time formerly given to languages, 
literature, history, philosophy and 
other such subjects will be reduced. 
The speed-up in technical training 
has greatly increased the number of 
engineers graduated in the Soviet. 

Soviet pedagogues have vet to 
learn that technically-trained citi- 
zens, with skimpy backgrounds in 
the humanities, are crippled citizens. 
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The most dangerous element in communism is Lenin's teaching 
that the Communists should recognize no law or responsibility be- 
yond the achievements of the party’s aim —that the end justifies 
the means. Most of the crimes committed by the Reds have oc- 
curred because of this terrible perversion of moral values. When any 
of the rest of us imbibe of this principle — even in fighting commu- 
nism —we are following the same path of degredation as the Reds 
themselves. Vision becomes distorted, values warped, perspectives 
blurred. It is in this way that professional anti-Communists become 
as great a menace to Christian society as communism itself. 





X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


POLITICAL DYNAMITE: Can the Administration expect popu- 
lar support after embittering millions of small farmers and encouraging 
the exploitation of the consumer? Every leading Democrat your editor 
has met lately has worn a broad grin — when parity is mentioned. 

Here is the only way the farm knot can be untied: If the dairy 
corporations, food processors, etc., would be content with reasonable 
profits, and lower food prices to consumers—much, much more milk, but- 
ter, eggs, cheese would be consumed, and the farmer could then sell all 
he raises at a fair price, lower than parity, for the farmer would much 
rather sell all he can raise at a fair price than only a part at high fixed 
prices. Thus parity could be dropped. Lower costs to consumers could 
bring lower costs to farmers and lower labor costs to processors. Again, a 
knotty economic problem is tightened by selfishness and greed and can 
only be untied by a spirit of Christian sharing. It’s this simple truth we 
refuse to face. 


SG avinc FRANCE, SAVING EUROPE: More depends on the success 
of Premier Mendes-France’s efforts during the next few weeks in re- 
forming the economic structure of France than anything that can be done 
military-wise to curb communism in Europe. By contrast, there are now 
less than 25,000 Communists in the U. S., almost no Communist vote in 
our elections, and littke Communist element left in our labor organizations. 
But there are nearly a million known Communists in France, with 26.7 
per cent of the vote going Communist in the last election, and with the 
largest French labor unions dominated by Communists. All this is chiefly 
due to the average Frenchman’s despair over the nation’s economy. 
Briefly here is the problem: French industry is controlled by steel, 
iron, coal and manufacturing cartels which operate on the principle of 
limited production, fixed high profits, low wages, with competition choked 
off. It is not capitalism as we know it. These industrial forces are in league 
with the representatives of well-to-do farmers in French politics, to keep 
taxes low on business enterprise and on farm lands. No premier since 
World War II has been able to set up a tax system that would collect 


equitable taxes from industrialists and landowners. Hence taxes must 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Eggheads Vs. Boobs 


Is there a softening of the denun- 
ciation of scientists and educators * 
as “egg-heads” by the ultra-reaction- 
ary forces in our political system? 
Those who believe in free enter- 
prise of the mind appear to be bet- 
ter able to defend themselves 
against the recent waves of fear 
and totalitarian know-nothingism. 
Because most scholars and scien- 
tists view the world from a broad- 
er political level than do conserva- 
tive business leaders and the aver- 
age professional politician, they are 
inclined toward liberal views in eco- 
nomics and politics as avenues of 
human progress and peace. 

In consequence, the extreme re- 
actionaries have used the smear 
technique — “eggheads,” ‘“‘do-good- 
ers,” — against forces of education 
and science wherever possible in 
order to discredit liberal thought 
and progressive movements in gen- 
eral. As one prominent Washing- 
ton newsman has put it, “It has be- 
come a conflict between the egg- 
heads and the boobs.” The know- 
nothings and the boobs have tried 
to make a crime of social aware- 
ness and international understand- 
ing. Unfortunately a large segment 
of the American press — subservi- 
ent to conservative wealth — has 
been party to this campaign. But 
events indicate a turning of the tide: 

(1) EDUCATIONAL FOUNDA- 
TIONS: A congressional commit- 
tee headed by Rep. B. Carroll 
Reece (R. of Tenn.), the high priest 
of the know-nothings, has recently 
suffered a severe set-back in the in- 
vestigation of the educational foun- 
dations of America. After several 
weeks of a one-sided “investiga- 
tion,” the committee so discredited 
itself that it had to retreat until its 
work could be reconstituted on 
more intelligent grounds. 

The committee heard only wit- 
nesses that would testify against 
the educational foundations, then 
shut off testimony before a defense 
could be offered by the foundations. 
The committee recorded the most 
extravagant accusations — “subver- 
sion,” “conspiracy,” “plot,” “un- 
American.” 

The investigation blew up when 
one of Pope Pius’ brief encyclicals 
was quoted—then branded as 
communistic by one of the com- 
mitteemen before he realized it 
was a Vatican utterance! 

(2) LATTIMORE: A _ Federal 
court has upheld the much pilloried 
Owen Lattimore in the perjury in- 
dictments brought against him as a 
result of the hit-and-miss testimony 
in the senatorial sub-committee 
hearing chaired by Sen. McCarran 
some months ago. Because Dr. Lat- 
timore had been an outspoken lib- 
eral. and a lifelong student of com- 
munism, often boldly associating 


with Russian officials and often de- 
NEXT page) 
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Eggheads Vs. Boobs 
(continued ) 
nouncing the behavior of American 
commercial interests in Asia, he 
was hated by groups closely asso- 
ciated with the exportation of oil, 
rubber, tin and other Asian trade. 

There is no doubt that Lattimore 
has sometimes held views closely 
resembling what the Communists 
have advocated in some areas, but 
there was no evidence that he had 
ever been a Communist, not even 
enough to make a guilt-by-associa- 
tion charge stick; therefore the Sen- 
ate accusers slapped Federal 
charges of perjury on Mr. Latti- 
more. The Federal! courts have sub- 
sequently thrown out the key count 
upon which the case would rest, and 
though the Department of Justice 
is pursuing the case, legal experts 
doubt Lattimore will be convicted. 

“Lattimore was entirely too 
friendly with Communists and the 
Communist movement for the pres- 
ent political climate. He is hated for 
the way he thinks and not for any- 
thing he did,” stated a newsman 
after interviewing Justice officials 
attached to the Lattimore case. 

(3) FORMER COMMUNISTS, 
no matter how treasonable has been 
their betrayal of American citizen- 
ship in the past, have had their 
testimony accepted without ques- 
tion for years as witnesses before 
congressional un-American activi- 
ties committees. But lately it has 
been disclosed that not only have 
these witnesses with Communist 
backgrounds often been in error, 
but they have been making a pro- 
fession of witnessing at pay of $25 
per day. Newsmen have prodded 
the Department of Justice to inves- 
tigate these professional witnesses, 
and already two or three of the 
most prominent have proved so ir- 
responsible and opportunistic that 
their testimony would be thrown 
out in half the cases before the Un- 
American Activities Committee — 
if these hearings followed regular 
courtroom procedures. 

As a result of these revelations, 
there is now less of the glib testi- 
mony that has often smeared inno- 
cent individuals with guilt-by-as- 
sociation, and more caution by con- 
gressional committees about using 
such testimony. 

(4) OPPENHEIMER: Little of 
the turmoil in scientific circles, 
stirred up by the Oppenheimer case, 
has reached the public. Like Latti- 
more, Dr. Robert Oppenheimer, in 
his many international friendships 
in the scientific world, has had oc- 
casional associations with Commu- 
nists in the past. But leading atomic 
scientists and scientific groups have 
almost unanimously condemned the 
Government’s action in separating 
Oppenheimer from all further Gov- 
ernment atomic research. The 
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come from the workers, shopkeepers and consumers (tax on goods). Most 
French millionaires pay little tax — averaging only about 5 per cent on 
large incomes, yet the typical worker family, earning $1,000 a year 
— with prices on food and clothing comparable to U. S. prices — 
must pay an average of 15 per cent tax. (See Time, Aug. 17, °53.) 
The labor groups have demanded increased wages, special aid to young 
families in distress, increased pensions for aged and retired workers; the 
Government has agreed but can’t collect the taxes. 

MENDES-FRANCE is determined to introduce competition, open 
the way for new business enterprises and above all a tax reform. He is 
fearful of a hard winter in Europe, worker discontent and rebellion that 
will invite a Communist rise to power. The French worker does not think 
of communism as we do. He lives close to it, understands it better, knows 
that there is only a most remote chance that the Russian army will start 
marching; realizes that if communism comes to France, it will come as it 
has to China, Yugoslavia, Korea, Indochina, by indigenous forces from 
within. The average Frenchman does not really fear his Communist lead- 
ers as much as he should, for they are Frenchmen and he feels he can 
handle them one way or another, for one of his neighbors is likely a Com- 
munist, maybe the mayor of his village. He fears war infinitely more than 
communism and would much rather have communism than unemploy- 
ment and poverty This is important for, with slight differences, much 
the same condition and attitudes prevail in Italy — except that the Rome 
Government has not had the drain of an Indochina war. 


ONDITIONS IN SPAIN are similar to those in France and Italy — 

actually much worse if the lid of totalitarianism were lifted. The 
Spanish Government is a double-headed embodiment of oppression with 
one head crowned by old aristocratic wealth and new industrial riches — 
and the other wearing a jewel-studded tiara topped with a heavy gold 
cross. And little Franco, nicknamed “El Enano Sangriente” (the bloody 
dwarf) by the Spanish people, sits on the knee of this monstrosity. 

Communists and those accused of Communist sympathies are im- 
prisoned and often shot without trial; free labor unions do not exist; it is 
a crime to organize the workers or the landless peasants outside the con- 
trols of Franco’s Falangist one-party mob; the people have no free vote, 
elections of any kind are seldom held and then on the Moscow pattern. 
For non-Catholics there is less freedom of religion in Spain than in Rus- 
sia. Moreover Franco was on the edge of collapse when our military 
stepped in to restore his tattered regime — in exchange for military bases. 
When your editor was in Spain some months ago, he found Spanish jour- 
nalists, educators and other thoughtful citizens very outspoken about this. 

FRANCO FANS in America’s political and industrial life con- 
sider him God’s answer to communism, and you will be hearing from 
them increasingly as they try to undercut the French Mendes-France 
Government as a “left-wing Jew outfit,” for fear of the influence of a real 
liberal trend in France. (The French premier belongs to an old French- 
Jewish family, fought valiantly against the Nazis in the French under- 
ground, later in the British Air Force). These pro-Franco groups in our 
official life and business circles are looking forward to the day when 
some such Franco-type regime might be established here, to “end the 
Communist menace and put labor in its place.” These factions cluster 
around the McCarthy-McCarran-Jenner cabal in Congress and are sup- 
ported chiefly by a few very rich medieval-minded industrialists and a 
strange medley of ultra-conservative Catholics and Protestant fringe 
fundamentalists. (It is the lunatic element among the latter who brand the 
main denominations of Protestants — the established Methodist, Baptist 
and Presbyterian bodies, and the National Council and the World Council 
of Churches — as “left-wing” or “Communist”; who also make the irre- 
sponsible charges that many Protestant clergymen are communistic, 
charges never substantiated except by distortion, exaggeration and cow- 
ardly innuendo. However such charges are played up in the reactionary 
wing of the press, which fears progressive Protestantism.) 

THE SEE-SAWING in Washington — over our policies in sup- 
porting different regimes abroad, Mendes-France, Franco, liberals in 
Italy or Laborites in London, Chiang Kai-shek — hinges largely on im- 
passioned viewpoints concerning this question: Is communism to be curb- 
ed by greater social and economic progress which would bring more 
equitable divisions of wealth and political rights, or by the force of con- 
servative power marshalled at the expense of the economic and political 
rights of the people? This issue seethes underground in Washington and 
all over America — right in your own community. Progress can only be 
made as the prejudices, bigotry and selfishness are overcome by truth, in- 
telligence and Christian love, right where you are. Violent revolutions 
come only when the spiritual progress of man has been blocked. 
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(continued) 
Federation of American Scientists 
and other top learned scientific or- 
ganizations have denounced the , 
banning of Oppenheimer on the 
grounds that far more damage is be. 
ing done to the American defense 
system than to Dr. Oppenheimer, 
The American scientists state that 
no man with Oppenheimer’s alert 
inquisitive mind could have grown 
up in these days without being in- 
trigued by all major developments 
around him, including the Com- 
munist world thesis. That he was 
victimized by such associations js | 
not surprising. That he never be- ( 
came a member of the Communist 
party, or betrayed any of the se. 
crets of the Government in any 
form to any one, is a fact accepted 
by all. Thus his behavior has not 
been abnormal, and his gifts re- 
main superb and unimpinged by 
the accusations against him. 

A THREAT to America’s secur- 
ity lurks in the fears, disillusionment 
and spirit of rebellion that is growing 
among the scientists upon whom we 
must depend for the methods of de- 
fense in the future. This concern is 
felt by many leading scientists, in- 
cluding Dr. Vannevar Bush, head 
of the Pentagon’s Research and De- 
velopment Board during the war. 
(See N. Y. Times, June 6, “How 
Acceptable Are The Atomic Sci- 
entists?”’) | 

Another alarming aspect: the 
chief basis for the case against Op- 
penheimer is that he did not agree 
with his military and civilian over- 
seers in the matter of the Hydro- 
gen bomb. He is charged with not 
showing enthusiasm for the H- 
bomb project, for questioning its 
scientific feasibility and total moral- 
ity. He did underestimate the readi- 
ness with which the H-bomb could 
be produced — but after a most 
unusually successful scientific ca- 
reer, should he not be allowed one 
miss? Besides, it is still very 
questionable whether the H-bomb ( 
has increased America’s defensive 
strength, and no sane person would 
say the H-bomb has added to the 
moral stature of modern civilization. 

The American scientific com- 
munity interprets this attitude tak- 
en towards Oppenheimer as a de- 
mand that the scientist must serve 
like the soldier, not only obeying 
all orders but showing enthusiasm 
for policies handed to him. It is an 
alarming factor that a scientist can 
be punished by a security board for 
holding opinions contrary to offi- 
cial policy, or that a scientist’s ad- 
vice must conform to the high 
command’s doctrine or be subject to 
suspicion. There is not too much 
difference between this attitude and 
that of the Moscow politburo. They 
occasionally send a scientist to 4 
laboratory in Siberia; We send them 
into oblivion. 
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